Dear Jerry, 1/7/91 

itaadong further in From Beirut to Jerusalem this morning, although did not 
intend to mention it further to you, I came to something you had not marked that 
shocked me. I am aware that this can be because you knew it, as I didn't. But on the 
chaace that you missed it i do write. I put it wrong. You did mark part bat not all. 
it is on page 190. You marked the part where Friedman says it was Arafat who persuaded 
the Aeagan administration to send the Marines into Beirut in 1982. 

-i-liis surprised me very much. Not as much, however, as the rationale: 

Arafat was no fool. He understood that an American umbrella covering the PLO's 
withdrawal was the best insurance against Israel breaking its promise not to invade 
West Beirut just as the PLO was letting its guard down to leave.? 

PL ° ,S denature was under an agreement made with Israel by the IB, France and 
Italy. Who in his right min#, who with his own thinking rather than depending ftsx on 
Arafat s, wluld even dream that Israel would break an agreement with thejfc and still 
hope to preserve the relationship so' absolutely essential to Israel's survival? 

I 11 this Friedman displays his blind partiality or the other possibility, his in- 
tense hatred of Israel, his lack of understanding of the realities or his intention of 
being a propagandist. *.s he puts it, it was Israel's intention to wipe the PLO forces 
out when it entered mebanon. It thereof re would attack those forces as t ey left the area 
en route out of the country. 

Had this been the Israeli intention, it could have pretty much accomplished it - if 
it had been willing to pay the great cost - long before agreeing to its depafture. It did 
have the power, especially in the air. He also tells his reader that no agreement with 
any government of Israel is worjjt anything. Bearing this, a few pages later he is strongly 
cr ^^ ca ^ Amxn Gemayel for negotiating Israel's departure from that part ox* Lebanon. Or, 
no matter what Israel dies it is wrong and no matter what they do the Muslim** grabs are 
never wrong; "Finally, Gemayel snubbed his nose at the Syrians (still, I note, not identi- 
fied as military invaders with the intent of taking Lebanon, as it came to do for all 
practical purposes) and entered into direct negotiations with Jreusalem (obviously wrong 
Friedmans se for a head of state who is not a Muslim Arab ) over a withdrawal of 
Israeli forces and a treaty governing security, trade and tourism ebtween the two countries.!,' 
How much more awful king can a Christian Lebanese government be that to arrange for secur- 
ity and normal, peaceful relations with a neighbor - who is not a liuslim Arab? 

He tells his reader that Israel intended to tcike Lebanon over when it had no such 
intention, when that was not even possible, while at the same tiixe not telling his reader 
about the actualities of Syrian military occupation and its inevitable consequences, 
even condemns pesjpe with Israel and its withdrawal from all but a arn fl n border strip as 
a means of frustrating terrorism - by the Muslim Arabs. 

tie is neither a reporter nor a scholar, tie is a propagandist in the guise of both. 

He misrepresents and he misleads his readers. 



